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operations against the other, or for the purpose of the
renewal or augmentation of military supplies or arms,
or the recruitment of men.

Thirdly, to exercise due diligence in its own ports and
waters, and, as to all persons within its jurisdiction,
to prevent any violation of the foregoing obligations
and duties/'

A comparison of this text with the rules as originally
proposed by the Americans and with the provisions of
English municipal law at the time will show how
considerable was de Grey's diplomatic achievement.
The Americans had, practically, abandoned three-
quarters of their original demands, and the residuum,
as de Grey justly contended, amounted to very little
more than what Great Britain had already admitted
in her own neutrality legislation.1 Besides this, the
new rules placed very salutary and necessary restrictions
,in the future on the American conception of neutral
rights, and their acceptance, as was supposed at the
time, carried with it the abandonment of the American
indirect claims. These practical gains were independent
of the cardinal achievement that the Americans were
enabled to profess themselves, and were in fact, satisfied,
and that the Treaty with all its epoch-making possi-
bilities was thus saved.

The Treaty was signed on May 8, and was approved
by the United States Senate a fortnight later. In
England its reception was not enthusiastic, but on the
whole it was admitted to be a fair bargain. Russell,
who had stoutly withstood the American claims in the
first instance and had no faith in the permanency of an
Anglo-American reconciliation, was deeply chagrined
at what he regarded as a British surrender. With him
went a good many fire-eaters both in Parliament and
the Press, and as the full truth of the negotiations, as

1 Letter from Tenterden, June 6, 1871.